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cancelling Claim 95 and amending Claim 97, line 1, by replacing "95" with "65." On January 4, 2006, 
Applicants left a voicemail message with the Examiner relating to the Examiner's proposed amendments. 
In a subsequent telephone interview on December 6, 2006, Applicants agreed to these amendments 
proposed by the Examiner as well as to cancelling Claim 95. 
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Applicants thank the Examiner for the allowance of the claims in this application. 

In the Notice of Allowability mailed January 18, 2006 and in the Supplemental Notice of 
Allowability mailed March 16, 2006 (both referred to hereinafter as "Notice of Allowability"), 
the Examiner's statement of reasons for allowance states: "Claims 35, 42, 43, 49, 65, and 103 
recites an apparatus and method of saturable absorber for passive modelocking of laser structure 
including the specific structure limitation of film exhibit, multi-temporal relaxation, which is 
neither anticipated or disclosed nor suggested in any piece of available prior art, which is neither 
anticipated nor obvious over the prior art of record." Notice of Allowability, p. 3 (emphasis in 
original). 

Applicants respectfully disagree with the Examiner's statement of reasons for allowance 
to the extent there is any implication that patentability rests on a single limitation or a subset of 
the limitations of a claim, because it is the combination of limitations recited in each claim that 
makes the claims patentable. Applicants also respectfully disagree with the Examiner's 
statement of reasons for allowance to the extent that the language used by the Examiner differs 
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from the language of the allowed claims or could be construed as defining any additional 
limitations not expressly set forth in the claims. The Examiner discussed together the reasons for 
allowance of Claims 35, 42, 43, 49, 65, and 103. Applicants note that Claims 35, 42, 43, 49, 65, 
and 103 are independent claims, and Applicants respectfully disagree with the Examiner's 
statement of reasons for allowance to the extent that there is any implication that the patentability 
of any of these claims is dependent on each other or that the claims are the same in scope. 

In the Notice of Allowability, the Examiner also states: "Claims 48 and 108 recites an 
apparatus and method of saturable absorber mirror for passive modelocking of laser structure 
including the specific structure limitation of high energy ion creating a first trap concentration 
at a first depth region and a second trap concentration at a second depth region such that said 
film exhibits saturable absorption governed by a fast time constant and a slow time constant, 
which is neither anticipated or disclosed nor suggested in any piece of available prior art, which 
is neither anticipated nor obvious over the prior art of record." Notice of Allowability, p. 3 
(emphasis in original). 

Applicants respectfully disagree with the Examiner's statement of reasons for allowance 
to the extent there is any implication that patentability rests on a single limitation or a subset of 
the limitations of a claim, because it is the combination of limitations recited in each claim that 
makes the claims patentable. Applicants also respectfully disagree with the Examiner's 
statement of reasons for allowance to the extent that the language used by the Examiner differs 
from the language of the allowed claims or could be construed as defining any additional 
limitations not expressly set forth in the claims. The Examiner discussed together the reasons for 
allowance of Claims 48 and 108. Applicants note that Claims 48 and 108 are independent 
claims, and Applicants respectfully disagree with the Examiner's statement of reasons for 
allowance to the extent that there is any implication that the patentability of any of these claims is 
dependent on each other or that the claims are the same in scope. 

Further, Applicants note that the Examiner made no reference to dependent Claims 36-41, 
44-47, 66-102, 104-107, and 109-112, and Applicants respectfully disagree with the Examiner's 
statement of reasons for allowance to the extent there is any implication that patentability of the 
dependent claims rests on a single limitation or a subset of the limitations of a claim, because it is 
the combination of limitations recited in each claim that makes the claims patentable. 
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In the Notice of Allowability, the Examiner also states: "The prior art made of record and 
not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. Lin et al (5,436,925) discloses a 
by controlling the dosage and energy of ion implantation, the carrier lifetime can be reduce to the 
value required, but don't show or teach or disclose the film exhibits multi-temporal relaxation." 

Applicants respectfully disagree with the Examiner's statement of reasons for allowance 
to the extent that the Examiner paraphrases the teachings of the Lin et al. reference and to the 
extent that there is any implication that patentability of any of the claims of the above-captioned 
application rests on a single limitation or a subset of the limitations of a claim that are not shown, 
taught, or disclosed by the Lin et al. reference, because it is the combination of limitations recited 
in each claim that makes the claims patentable 



Respectfully submitted, 



KNOBBE, MARTENS, OLSON & BEAR, LLP 
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